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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 and 3-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Blum et al [US. 5,237,408] in view of Wilson [US. 4,121,192]. 

Regarding claim 1, Blum et al (figs. 1 and 2; col. 3, lines 13-39) disclose a 
system for detecting of an intruder (digital video surveillance system DVSS 10), 
comprising a plurality groups of sensors connected in parallel with one another (alarm 
sensors 18, access control detectors 22); a plurality of individual processing units (alarm 
computer 20, access control computer 24) each connected with a respective one of said 
groups of sensors, the individual processing units are connected in parallel with one 
another (fig. 1); a central processing unit (controller 32; fig. 2) connected with all 
parallel-connected processing units so that each of the individual processing units can 
obtain information about a presence of an intruder near any of said groups of sensors; 
and means (plural cameras 12; figs. 1-2) for obtaining a visual image of the intruder 
near any of said groups of sensors and transmitting the image to the central processing 
unit. 
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Blum et al do not disclose the type of sensor used for detecting intruder; Wilson 
teaches a system for detecting of an intruder comprising an array of sensors including 
seismic, acoustic and seismic-acoustic sensors (col. 11, line 11 through col. 12, line 11). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made the type sensors used for detecting intruder is selected 
merely based on designer preference, convenient of supply or reduced cost. 

Regarding claims 3-5, Blum et al disclose each group of sensors (18, 22; fig. 1) 
being connected with a respective one of the individual processing units (20, 24; fig. 1) 
by a single line; the individual processing units (20, 24) are connected in parallel with 
one another; the central processing unit (controller 32; fig. 1) connected with all parallel- 
connected processing units (external security computers) by a single line (through I/O 
interface 41). 

3. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blum et 
al and Wilson in view of Wymore [US. 6,515,586]. 

Regarding claim 2, Wilson (abstract) teaches utilizing an array of spaced 
sensors for determining the intruder direction and position; Wymore (fig. 3) suggests an 
array of sensors comprising at least two group of sensors (202) extended substantially 
in a same direction, spaced from one another, and connected to a single respective one 
of the individual processing units (controller 110), so that signals produced by the two 
groups of sensors and received by the respective one of said individual processing units 
are indicative of a direction from which an intruder crosses an area covered (col. 5, lines 
3-6). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made, the use of more than one group of sensors to detect intruder 
direction provides more accuracy when the intruder detection system is used to 
supervise a large area. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kyle, Jr. discloses an intrusion alarm with signal processing and channel 
identification two group of sensors connected to a processing unit. [US. 3,774,190] 

Chleboum discloses an intrusion detection system comprising an array of 
several multisensor units. [US. 4,107,660] 

Werth discloses a pattern processing system comprises a selection of plural 
sensors and the individual processing units are connected in parallel. [US. 4,541,1 15] 

Everett, Jr. et al disclose an intelligent security assessment system comprising a 
group of sensors of different types connected to a local computer. [4,857,912] 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anne V. Lai whose telephone number is 571-272-2974. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 5:30 pm, Monday to Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hofsass Jeffery can be reached on 571-272-2981 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



A. V. Lai 



December 20, 2004 




